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MARYLAND AGRICULTURAL LAND PRESERVATION FOUNDATION-
FISCAL YEAR 1987 ANNUAL REPORT

REVIEW OF PROGRESS
GROWTH IN THE PROGRAM

One measure of the health of the Agricultural Land Preservation Program is the
continuing establishment of new agricultural preservation distriets.  Properties in district
status provide a pool of potential easement applieants. During FY'87, a 17% increase in the
acreage base was achieved as 153 new agricultural preservation districts were established
providing protection to 21,511 acres. This became the most productive year in Foundation
history for the establishment of new distriets. By the end of the fiscal year, 978 districts
were enrolled, protecting 142,530 acres.

It was also the most productive year in the ten year history of the program in
easement acquisition. After settlement, 80 new easement properties will add 11,735 acres to
the growing force of permanently preserved agricultural land, a 24% increase over last year's
total. The program now totals 393 easement properties providing perpetual protection to
60,070 acres. This retires 42% of the current pool of total district acreage.

The FY'87 Easement Acquisition Program cost $8.8 million, of which $7.1 million or -
81% are State funds and $1.7 million or 19% are County funds. The average acquisition cost
for FY'87 was $756 per acre. Although the FY'86 average was lower at $752 per acre, the
last two years have totalled the greatest annual yields at the lowest average cost in program
history. As a result, the current historic average acquisition cost has dropped to $804 per
acre compared with the historic acreage cost posted at the end of FY'85 at $832 per acre.
Current land use figures for the total acreage base in the program are 63% cropland, 13%
pasture, 20% woodland and 4% other uses. :

Soil conservation plans are in effect on 67% of existing districts, an increase of 3%
over FY'86 and 9% over FY'85 totals. Since FY'85, a criterion has been in effect that
requires a soil conservation plan to be developed in order to be eligible to submit an
easement application. To date, 104 districts which did not have soil conservation plans prior
to distriet establishment had plans developed as a result of this requirement.

Further, since FY'85 , landowners who sell development rights easements are required
to implement soil conservation plans according to the plan's schedule of implementation.
Although FY'87 data are not yet available, FY'85 and FY'86 total 123 easement properties
and 19,410 acres which are subject to soil conservation plan implementation. The plans for
these properties contain a -total of 335 major practices necessary to correct an existing
erosion or water quality problem. To date, 185 practices or 58% have been implemented.
Of those, only 53 practices or 16% were implemented after easement settlement as a result
of the FY'85 requirement. The vast majority of the implemented practices were in place
prior to easement settlement, indicating the landowners' interest in erosion control and water
quality without influence by the FY'85 requirement. Of the 123 properties currently on
record, 30 properties have fully implemented plans protecting 4,630 acres. -




PROGRAM ISSUES IN FY'87

REDUCTION IN SETTLEMERT TIME

Over the last several annual reports, issues dealing with time problems have been
examined. One perennial problem is the amount of time from an easement applicant's
acceptance of the Foundation's offer to purchase the easement to the actual settlement. The
Department of General Services, whose legal staff performs the settlement process, has
increased staff levels and has worked with the Department of Agriculture over the last
several years to initiate several time saving procedures. : '

Of all the components of the settlement process, conducting title searches has been
the most time - eonsuming. The Department of General Services (DGS) made several
procedure revisions, including the creation of multi-year contracts with private sector title
companies fo perform title searches on a regional basis. Although these revisions saved
significant time by DGS staff, it was noted in the FY'86 Annual Report that title searches
were still the most time consuming component. It was apparent that all private sector
businesses dealing with real estate function according to the economic cycle; consequently,
when factors appeared as they did through calendar year 19886, such as lower interest rates,
the dramatic change in capital gains tax law and the resulting barrage of real estate
. transactions, the setflement process in all sectors took much longer than usual. '

In January, 1987, Earl F. Seboda, Secretary of General Services and Wayne A. Cawley,
Jr., Secretary of Agriculture, met to discuss other measures which would provide significant
time saving measures. Up until that point, title searches were not ordered by DGS until the
landowner's option contract had been approved by the Board - of Public Works. The
Secretaries agreed to order title searches for FY'87 easement applicants as soon as the
applicants indicated their acceptance of the offer. This simple wmeasure alone saved 4-6
weeks from the previous Dprocess. In addition, interest rates had risen enough by calendar
year 1987 to slow the rate of real estate transactions so that title searches were being
performed much faster than before due to reduction of competition with other work by the
title companies under contract. In FY'88, title searches will be ordered for all easement
applicants as appraisals are being conducted. :

LEGISLATION | | \

The 1987 General Assembly approved legislation proposed by the Foundation which
clarified an issue regarding development rights retained by original easement sellers. The
law had already established a density of one lot per 20 acres with a maximum of 10 lots per
property for children of easement sellers. Although the law also granted a lot for each
owner, there was no density or cap regarding owners' lots. It was speculated that the
legislature's assumption was that there would only be one owner's lot per property. Most
property in the program is co-owned by husband and wife, each of which would fit the
definition of owner and each could receive a lot. It is not infrequent that even more
co-owners are involved in some properties. The passage of House Bill 164 made owners' lots
adhere to the same cap and density as children's lots such that either or both were allowed
one lot per 20 acres with & maximum of 10 lots per property.




The passage of Senate Bill 238 had a more. dramatic impact on the future of
Maryland's Agricultural Land Preservation Program. This bill, which revised the funding
allocation of Program Open Space, made the program a direct line budget item for the first
time. As Program Open Space is administered by the Department of Natural Resources, the
Department of Agriculture would negotiate with the Department of Natural Resources each
year for a portion of the State share of Program Open Space funds. Beginning in FY'89, the
new law will directly allocate $5 million a year to the Agricultural Land Preservation Fund.
Program Open Space funding for agricultural preservation in the past has ranged between $2
to $3.5 million a year and has totalled $23 million through FY'87, 58% of total State
funding.

TABLES

ACREAGE REDUCTION - Page 10

The table showing acreage reductions in districts or easement properties lists the five
factors that would result in an adjustment of the program's acreage base. The routine
exclusion of one acre building lots for original owners and their children totalled 8 district
acres and 5.9 easement acres. Acres excluded for building lots to date total 18 acres in
districts and 18.9 acres in easements for a combined total of 36.9 acres. '

Since 1982, when new lots are created on land on which an easement was purchased,

the landowner must pay back the per acre value of the easement offer. A payback is not

required on easements purchased prior to 1982 or for lots surrounding dwellings which existed
at the time of settlement. The payback amount for FY'87 was $3,591.06 which brings the
total to date to $7,918.20. Land in districts or easements which is directly impacted by
improvements of roads, bridges or culverts is excluded when requested by county govern-
ments. Only 3.1 acres were excluded in FY'87 with a payback by a county of $89.50 for
excluding 0.077 acres of easement property. To date, 9.1 acres have been excluded for such
public improvements with a total payback of $89.50.

The most significant acreage reduction factor in FY'87 was the termination of
distriets. Two distriets totalling 276.5 acres were terminated before the normally required 5
'year period due to severe economic hardship. Fourteen districts totalling 2,810.20 acres
terminated after the minimum 5 year period. To date, 26 districts covering 4,585.69 acres
have been terminated, 3% of the current total acreage base in district status.

In the easement settlement process, acreage adjustments are often made after a title
search is performed. The verification of acreage through research of ownership including
out-conveyances and surveys, if necessary, may total a different amount than that shown:on
the district agreement. Although such adjustments are more often reductions, there are
sometimes increases in acreage. The net loss in FY'87-is 49.04 acres which brings the total
to date to 308.04 acres. :




A. total of 3,152.84 acres from all factors were officially excluded in FY'87. Those
adjustments are made to the district acreage base on FY'87 District Participation Table on
page 11. Adjustments to easement acreage are shown on the FY'87 Fasement Participation
Table on page 13 for lot exclusions and road improvements. Adjustments from deeds are
reflected in the Historic Perspective Table on page 15. To date, 4,939.84 acres have been
exeluded, representing a loss of 3.5% for the current district acreage base.

/

FY'87 DISTRICT PARTICIPATION - Page 11

: The Foundation approved the establishment of 153 agricultural preservation districts
protecting 21,511 acres in FY'87. This constitutes the largest annual addition of distriets in
the program's ten year history, topping the record set in FY'86 by 1,529 acres. The new
acreage provided a 17% increase to last year's total of 124,171.81 acres. After acreage
adjustments, a new total of 978 districts protecting 142,530.36 acres are enrolled in the
program. The average farm size of the new FY'87 distriets is 140.6 acres, down from the
FY'86 average of 143 acres. By comparison, the average farm size of all districts is 145.7
acres, down from last year's average of all districts of 147.6 acres.

In comparing individual counties, Carroll County still leads the State in district acreage.

although its percentage of total acreage in the State dropped from 920.4% last year to 18% in
FY'87. Caroline County set a new record in FY'87 by establishing 44 districts and 7,153.7
acres, the largest annual addition of district acreage by a county. By experiencing an annual
growth of over 50% for the last four years, Caroline County acreage has grown from 10.1%
of the State total last year to 13.8% in FY'87. Substantial increases were also made in
Baltimore, Cecil, Frederick, Harford, Kent and Talbot Counties.

On a regional perspective, all regions are growing but the most dramatic growth is
again in the Upper Shore Region, gaining 11,726 acres in FY'87 and growing from almost 25%
of the State's total acreage in FY'86 to nearly 30% in FY'87. As a result, the percentage of
total State acreage declined in all the other regions as shown on the Regional Analysis on
page 5.

In addition to the growth by region and individual county, the program benefits by the
establishment and growth of preservation areas, defined as the total amount of contiguous
land under district agreement. The greater the neritical mass" of preserved agricultural land,
the greater the insulation against development pressure. Preservation areas of significant
size can also be instrumental in the retention of agricultural suppliers and services in the
vicinity as well as sustaining a sense of a traditional agricultural community. In this
voluntary program, the growth of preservation areas also indicates the effectiveness of "word
of mouth" advertising in the agricultural community. as some farmers in an area wait to see
how their neighbors fared in the program before they sign up to join. Gains made with this
type of growth indicate that farmers perceive it 1o, be a successful program for their
purposes. .




The largest preservation area in the State is in Carroll County where
Two preservation areas in Carroll and one in Tal
the 3 areas of the State with over 2,000 acres each, unchanged from FY'86.

preservation areas that are between 1,000 and 2,000 acres each, 4 more than FY'86. There

districts cover 2,714 acres.

are 44 preservation areas that are between 500 and 1,000 acres, 7 more than FY'86.

REGIONAL ANALYSIS:

PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL DISTRICT ACREAGE

FY'84

REGION FY'85 FY'86 FY'87

WESTERN: Garrett '
Allegany 18.1% 18.3% 16.4% 15.4%
Washington 17,195 acres 19,243 acres 20,391 acres 22,020 acres
Frederick

CENTRAL: Carroll
Baltimore
Harford 49.0% 47.5% 44.7% 41.5%
Montgomery 46,460 acres 49,973 acres 55,486 acres 59,152 acres
Howard

SOUTHERN: Anne Arundel
St. Mary's
Calvert 13.4% 13.6% 12.5% 11.6%
Charles 12,703 acres 14,343 acres 15,545 acres 16,511 acres
Prince George's

UPPER Queen Anne's

SHORE: Talbot
Cecil 17.7% 18.8% 24.3% 28.5%
Kent 16,836 acres 19,776 acres 30,202 acres 42,028 acres
Caroline

LOWER Dorchester

SHORE: Wicomico 1.8% 1.8% 2.1% , 2.0%
Worcester 1,700 acres 1,946 acres 2,548 acres 2,819 acres
Somerset

TOTAL ACREAGE: 94,894 acres 105,281 acres 124,172 acres 142,530 acres

19 contiguous
bot constitute
There are 11




FY'87 CERTIFICATION REPORT - Page 12

The report shows the-Certified Agricultural Land Preservation Fund with which FY'87
easement offers were made. The FY'86 certification amount of $8.6 million, the highest
annual amount in program history, left a balance of approximately $2 million in late
rejected offers and surplus. The offer process must end by the end of the fiscal year.

Approximately $2.6 million in the Fund's share of agricultural transfer tax is shown as
"FY'86 Net Revenue" because it was generated during FY'86 less administrative overhead and
was available for use in FY'87. The "FY'86 Unexpended Three-Year-Old County Agricultural
Transfer Tax" totalling over $278,000 is allocated to special accounts to be applied towards
easement acquisitions in the county of origin after a county's local share of agricultural
transfer tax was unused for over three years and billed by the Comptroller by law.

Encumbrance cancellations show adjustments in easement purchase due to reductions in
acreage after a title search prior to settlement. It could also include situations where
landowners subsequently reject offers months after they had initially accepted them.

To the unencumbered fund balance of over $4.8 million, $3.0 million in Program Open
Space funds were added yielding an FY'87 Certified Agricultural Land Preservation Fund
balance of over $7.8 million. County matching funds provided an additional commitment of
$2.6 million. : ‘

FY'87 EASEMENT PARTICIPATION - Page 13

Easement acreage under contract status in FY'87 was the highest annual acquisition 'in,

the program's history, exceeding the record set in FY'86 by 674 acres. Offers to purchase
easements were accepted by 80 of 121 applicants to permanently protect 11,735 acres. The
FY'87 easement acquisition provided a 24% increase to last year's total of 48,341 for a total
to date of 393 easement properties permanently protecting 60,070 acres. This amount is
significantly more than any other program of its kind in the United States. :

Comparing individual county progress, Carroll County still leads the State and the nation
with 13,911.1 acres which is 23.1% of the State total, down from 27% in FY'86. Caroline
County. added 3,031.7 acres in FY'87, a 52% county increase, for a new total of 8,840.4
acres. This represents 14.7% of the State total, up from 12% in FY'86. Significant activity
oceurred in Baltimore, Frederick, Garrett and Queen Anne's Counties. Easements were added
for the first time in Cecil and Wicomico Counties.




With the same regions as in the district analysis, easement growth over the last 4 years
is as follows:

/

REGIONAL ANALYSIS:

PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL EASEMENT ACREAGE

REGION FY'84 FY'85 FY'86 FY'87
WESTERN 12.9% 14.5% 15.6% 15.9%
3,729 acres 5,386 acres 7,543 acres 9,534 acres

CENTRAL 63.4% 60.3% 54.7% _ 48.2%
18,939 acres 22,498 acres 26,472 acres 28,957 acres

SOUTHERN 11.8% 13.5% 12.2% | 11.2%
3,411 acres 5,045 acres 5,919 acres 6,767 acres

UPPER SHORE 9.9% 11.7% 16.8% 23.4%
2,859 acres 4,363 acres 8,140 acres 14,049 acres
LOWER SHORE 2.0% $.0% 2.5% 1.3%
0 acres 0 acres 267 acres 763 acres

TOTAL ACREAGE 28,938 acres 37,292 acres 48,341 acres 60,070 acres:

- With an addition of 5,909 easement acres, the Upper Shore Region increased its holdings
by 6.6% in the FY'87 Easement Acquisition Program for a total of 23.4%. The Central
Region added 2,485 acres but declined from 54.7% of the State total easement acreage to
48.2% in FY'87. The Western and Lower Shore Regions increased their percentages slightly
and the Southern Region decreased its percentage slightly.

FY'87 EASEMENT ACQUISITION PROGRAM - PAGE 14

This table analyzes average values per county and for the State that had a bearing on
the FY'87 accepted offers that will allow 11,735 acres to be placed under easement. Average
values are useful to a point but caution should be used in the context in which they might
be applied. These values are strictly an average of asking prices and site specific appraised
values of property within each county for FY'87 only pertaining exelusively to those
properties on which easement offers were accepted. They should not be regarded as
representative values of all farmland in a county.




The competitive bidding factor in the program allows the offer amount to equal the
landowner's asking price or the appraised easement value, whichever is lower. The only other
allowable value is an "insufficient funds offer", which is less than either the asking price or
the appraised value but is the total of the remaining funds on hand. Such an offer may be
turned down without penalty, but some are accepted because there is no guarantee of a
subsequent full offer.

The average acquisition cost is always less than the average asking price and the
average appraised easement value because each of its components is selected from the lower
of the other two values. The FY'87 average acquisition cost of $756 per acre nearly
matches last year's average acquisition cost at $752 per acre which is the lowest annual
average in program history. The drop in acquisition cost may be due primarily to the
substantial influence of generally lower property values from the Upper Shore and Western
Regions, providing 64% of the accepted offers and offsetting the higher values of the
Central Region and some of the Southern Region which had established the norm in past

years.

After all the offers were made, 80 applicants accepted their offers at a total cost of
$8,874,982.75 of which $7,138,186.32 or 80% was State funds and $1,736,796.43 or 20% was
county matching funds. The discount value i.e. the savings derived by an offer which was
less than the appraised easement value, totalled $893,600. Using the $756 average acquisition
cost per acre as & measure, an additional 1,182 acres were acquired in the FY'87 program
due exclusively to the competitive bidding component of the program. This component, more
than any other, allows the Maryland Program to be one of the most cost effective programs
in the country.

A Landowners who disagree with the values established by the State appraisal may' file
for arbitration with the local property tax assessment appeals board. A total of six cases

have been filed as a result of FY'87 easement offers. Only one case has been finalized by

being found in favor of the landowner and the Foundation voted not to appeal to the

Maryland Tex Court. Three cases are still in process and two have not yet been heard. Over’

‘the history of the program; there have been 23 arbitration cases, representing 3% of the 729
easement applicants who could have requested arbitration. To date, 11 have been found in
favor of the landowner, 7 found in favor of the State and 5 as yet undecided.

EASEMENT ACQUISITION PROGRAM - HISTORIC PERSPECTIVE - Page 15 -

The Historic Perspective Table shows easement acquisition by year with the final
annual figures reflecting adjustments from deeds and late rejections after an initial
acceptance of an easement offer. The total dollar figures and average per acre figures by
year for asking price, fair market, agricultural and easement values are based on appraisal
acreage and do not reflect adjustments for acreage as settled. The total acquisition cost and
per acre averages reflect final dollar figures. Adjustments for total acreage reductions to
date due to lot exclusions were made at the bottom of, the acreage column. An adjustment
to reflect the total payback amount for lot exelusions to date is- shown at the bottom of the
acquisition cost column.




Over the last eight funded years, 393 of a potential 729 easement applicants, or 54%,
have accepted offers permanently protecting 60,070 acres. The overall average farm size is
154 acres with annual averages ranging from 147 to 173 acres. The average asking price is
$926 per acre with a range in the annual averages from a low of $884 per acre to a high of
$1,483 per acre. The average appraised fair market value is $2,293 per acre, ranging from
$2,111 to $2,772 per acre. The average appraised agricultural value is $1,381 per acre with
a range of annual averages of $1,268 to $1,736 per acre. The average appraised easement
value is $912 per acre, ranging from $832 to $1,036 per acre.

I

The acquisition cost, that which is actually paid, is the asking price or the appraised
easement value, whichever is the lower of the two. Landowners may discount their asking
prices as a form of competitive bid to improve their ranking and better insure that they will
receive an offer. The new average acquisition cost is $804 per acre with annual averages
ranging from $752 - $953 per acre. The annual average acquisition cost per acre has been
declining over the last four years for two potential reasons. One is the growing activity in
the Upper Shore Region with its relatively lower land values. The other reason is the
program's ability to provide service to all qualified farms rather than targeting to areas
under development pressure which would escalate land values.

The discount value for the program's history totals $6,518,949 savings by offering a
discounted asking price rather than the appraised easement value. Using the historic average
acquisition cost of $804 per acre as a measure, 8,060 more acres were acquired by virtue of
the competitive bidding mechanism. This mechanism is the single most cost effective
component in the program.

PRESERVATION VERSUS CONVERSION - Page 16

The graphs and table show a comparison betwezn the amount of Maryland farmland
that has been converted to other land uses per year from 1982 through 1987 and the
corresponding amount of easement acreage acquired for each of those years.

. .

In spite of being the most successful program in the country, Maryland's efforts have
not been keeping pace with conversion such that lost farmland is at least matched by saved
farmland. In fact the gap has gotten wider, particularly over the last two years. To date,
preservation has supplanted only 48% of the farmland lost during the past six years, down
from 53% last year. '

To form a projection to the year 2000, the State has been losing an average of 18,343
acres per year and saving 8,726 acres per year based on performance of the past 6 years.
At this pace, over the next 13 years, an estimated additional 238,459 acres could be lost and
113,438 more acres could be preserved leaving a net loss of 125,021 acres. '

Although the Foundation is proud of the progress made in its brief history, clearly a
more substantial and sustained effort is required to simply keep pace with the farmland that
will be lost. ‘ i




NOILYANNO4 NO

LVAYISTId ANYT TRANLNORDY ANVIAUVYW

60€8'ZSI'E - | o19€06Y - | vOZOIBT | VI 67'9LT 4 110 | cocoe | ooleses |. vvo6es | 008 TVLOL
- YLSIIUOM
ODINODIM
crTvvLr - | sl - 00°€L7 I NOLIDNIHSYAA
. 1041V
13SHTWOS
SAUYW ‘IS
00} - v9'785$ 00l SINNV NIIND
) $.358039 IDNNJ
€L - €L - © RYTWODINOW
7100 + 7100 + NI
7L9L°66Y - 880€ + | 9L09Z¢ [A 00 L} ! @YMOH
Gs88 +| 6S881 + 00l QUORIVH
LLTWYD
YSV66'SLY - 00 - 00'6L i LT6VSS | Y066 S RILELIENE]
1617V - 1617 4 WAISIHDUOA
00071 - o000zl | SITUVHD
971l - €170 € 6¥'701 | 101D
96LLGTY - (v7o + | ssvow | € /10 | €oc0€ | .sresv'zs | - 00€ | O0€ TIOWVD
€89L'66 - | €89€LY - or'is ! , 00’ INITO¥VD
V210927 +| VL1081 + THIATYD
jogze - | 1088 - v/N ool | oo€  TMOWILTVE
7€l - el - TAANNEY INNV
ANVDATIV
sqIa woui| SRRV [ RAunN | eBeany juequnN Beany| B | Ioeared el R
stviol mzu,_.wﬁ_wu“@ R ISRV NODT | sINawanouawi avou SNOISNTXd 101 MNROY
1ORLSIa NOLVNINGIL ATV | O3 AINNOD A8 NOISITIOX3 S.NTUATHD ¥O SHINMO
7861 ‘0€ INN[ OL 9861 ‘1 ANl WO¥4 dIAUOITY
mm;ﬁmmnuw_h INTWISYE HO SLDOIULSIA NI SNOILDNAGTY IDVIIDY

10




ANV d3giODIH 1VLOL

%001 194 el gews 4l 8.6 69€8'ZSIE- 91 - %L 16E11S1Z €Sl 018 1Ly 178 V101
..x.N..O 000091 I 0 0 %0 0 0 000091 ! YASTIIOM
%90 0078'sI8 S 0 0 %L0] 0zLITY € 0001 v6E (4 O2INOJIM
%0'€ SLYGZITY 7 STrvLT- } %8 0LL'IVE € 0009441y € NOLDNIHSVAM
%SV 00EY 68€°9 le 0 0] %6E 0GG'S8.L] ol 0088 €09V 17 - 1OVl
%20 0000'817€ 4 0 0 %0 0 0 0000'8¥E Z 1ISYIWOS
%L'T 0ZLV LOG'E 1Z (o) 0 %1Z 00G'LLY 174 07L6'6TT'E Ll SAUVW “1S
%S9 02761076 144 0000'}- 0 %6 OiL'IEL 14 oUTILY'8 ov ' SANNV NIIND
%0 0 0 0 0 %0 0 0 0 0. SI2YO0ID IDNIUd
%Y'T o8oI'eTy'e 61 0oL~ 0 %€ 000°€0l ! 0868'0Z¢°E 8l AYIWODILINOW
%I'Z N.oi..vmo_m 07 7100+ 0 %V €7€'88I'l .8 08 Svsl 4! v INTH
%6 VLELOVG'O S NNON.&G#- € % S6TeU I SGITLIEL og @UIVYMOH
%Yo sverssl'o L G588+ 0 %91 785967’} Ol 0L9L°068'L 9 T4ONIVvH
%L'T 0GEEST8'E vz 0 (0) %9 000L2t Z 0SEE€'86S'E (44 LIFYdVD
%96 8EIV'BTO'EN 08 SY66'SL1- I %1 - 0890151 0l €8LBECT U 1L ADIaI
%01 OO#0.0Q\_ 6 00IG'1ZY- r4 %L1 0051LT 4 00S1' 6551 6 YIISTHOYOA
%Vl 0€LL'9L6'] Ol 0000071~ I %0 0 0 0€LL960C 1 SITHVHD
%9T 0001'89.°€ 07 00Z9 7't~ 14 ﬁ_w.. 06 Z61' I 00€7°00LC €l 10D
%081 10GL°6YL°ST 681  96LL 6TV € %€ 919064 < ) LEIG'BBE'ST L8l TIOWvYD
%8 €1 D.wwo&mo.o_ L mwoh.oo-.,, I %LS 69€SI'L 14% 01940851 78 INTTOUYD.
%BL'E 2098'687'S 874 L1088 LT+ o %¥ S0791T € SESR'SYO'S 8¢ LHIANTYD
%L°6 8r8'6v8el 671 0108'Z¢€- 0 %02 -L66'EIET 6¢ 779989511 00l TAOWILTV
%8'€ BIEILE€'S [4°] (44 YNVl 0 %€ 198'G91 € oocoZLI'S (6174 TIANIAY INNV
%70 006V eV E € 0 0 %0 0o 0] 00/6) 789 49 € ANVYDITIV
S8eany S1PUISIA a8eapy spWsIq ) aSeany sPUISIq aBeany SPIISIA
aﬂp%u U_:.m_o Lo "ON Pwsig JoON :hﬂﬂ_w Pwsia O ON PLsia 0 ON NGO
Puno SRS OhOU | MmN |RNSY)  ahawe | mmumebes |

NOLLVJDINVYd IDIMISIA LS. Al

NOILYANNO4 NOILVAYISTId ANYT TVINLTNDRIDY ANVIAIVIN

17




MARYLAND AGRICULTURAL LAND PRESERVATION FOUNDATION

FY 1987 CERTIFICATION REPORT

FY'86 Certification

FY'86 Easement Encumbrances
and Expenditures

FY'86 Fund Balance
FY'86 Net Revenue

FY'86 Unexpended Three-Year-Old
County Agricultural Transfer Tax

FY'85 Encumbrance Cancellation
Unencumbered Fund Balance 6-30-86
. FY'87 Program Open Space

FY'87 Certified MALPF Fund Balance

$8,625,103.05
{6,623,706.16)
$2,001,396.88
2,598,511.36
278,469.97
767.90
$4,879,146.11
3,000,000.00

$7,879,146.11
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MARYLAND AGRIC(_ILT(.IRAL LAND PRESERVATION FOUNDATION

PRESERVATEON VERSUS CONVERSION

FARMLAND IS LOSING GROUND TO DEVELOPMENT

ACRES

ACRES
33,000 ' , LOST
30,000 ~
27,000
24,000

21,000 =

ACRES
SAVED
48%

18,000

15,000 -

2
7
Z
Z
7
2
7
%

12,000 —

9,000 -

6,000 WELLAI L/ LP5 LS 77/

s000 YA ALIAS Y

1982 | 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 TOTAL

CONVERTED ¢ :
FARMLAND 9,142 | 11,036 | 14,663 17,85?_ 24,8:?1 32,524 110,055

I'Z’RESERVED ‘
Reiann | 6899 | 8530 | 5783 | 83%0 11,061 | 11,735 | 52,358

BALANCE 2,243 2,506 8,880 9,509 13,770 | 20,789 | 57,697
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MARYLAND AGRICULTURAL LAND PRESERVATION FOUNDATION

BOARD OF TRUSTEES

HONORABLE WAYNE A. CAWLEY, JR.

Secretary, MD Dept. of Agriculture
50 Harry S. Truman Parkway
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

HONORABLE LUCILLE MAURER

State Treasurer
Room 109, Treasury Building
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

MR. WILLIAM I. GUY
Chairman

Levin Dashiell Road
Salisbury, Maryland 21801

MR. LEONARD E. LOWRY

Viee Chairman

Route 4, Box 331 ‘
Hagerstown, Maryland 21740

HONORABLE CONSTANCE LIEDER

Secretary
301 West Preston Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

MRS. ERNA CHAPMAN

1660 Riedel Road
Gambrills, Maryland 21054

MR. T. ALLAN STRADLEY
Travilla Farm
Chestertown, Maryland 21620

MR. W. MAX BUCKEL
1922 Saratoga Drive
Adelphi, Maryland 20783

MR. DONALD R. STIRN

. 1051 Route 32

Sykesville, Maryland 21784

MR. WILLIAM F. DIXON
Route 1, Box 305
Mechaniesville, Maryland 20659

(Vacant Position)

Filled

Filled

Filled

Filled

Appointed
Reappointed

unexpired term
Appointed

Appointed
Reappointed

unexpired term
Appointed
Reappointed
unexpired term
Appointed
Reappointed

unexpired term
Appointed

Appoint'ed

TERM/TERM EXPIRES

1-31-79

7-7-75

10-20-79
6-30-84
6-30-84
2-20-78

7-1-79
6-30-83

1-1-86
7-1-85

- 7-1-85

Ex-officio

Ex-officio

6-30-85
6-30-89

6-30-88

6-30-87

6-30-88

6-30-87

6-30-87

6-30-89

6-30-89
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ALLBGANY COINTY

Mr. Kent Fuller
103 Robertson Lane
Cumberland, MD 21502

ANE ARINDEL COINTY

Mr. Martin A. Zehner, Jr.
3011 Patuxent Road
Davidsonville, MD 21035

BALTIMORE COINTY

Mr. Wayne C. MeGinnis
19524 Graystone Road
White Hall, MD 21161

CALVERT CONTY

Mr. Edward Allen
Route 1, Box 197
Prince Frederick, VD 20678

CAROLINE COUNTY

Mr. Gary L. Schoonover
Rural Delivery 1, Box 314
Greensboro, MD 21639

CARROLL CONTY

Mr. Ralph L. Robertson, Jr.

1420 Old New Windsor
Westminster, MD 21157

CECIL COINTY

Mr. Robert L. Knutsen
130 Knutsen Lane
Rising Sun, MD 21911

(HARLES COINTY

Mr. Wade B. Hampton
Route 1, Box 106-A

- Nanjemoy, MD 20662

AGRICOLTURAL LAND PRESERVATION

ADVISORY BOARD CHAFRVEN

DORCGIESTER COINTY

Mr. Steele Phillips
Star Route
Vienna, MD 21869

FREDERICK COUNTY

Mr. Harold L. Lenhart
11223 Old Frederick Road
Thurmont, MD 21178

GARRETT COONTY

Mr. George Bishoff
Star Route, Box 77
Friendsville, MD 21531

HARRORD COINTY

Mr. Darrel Comer
5101 Jolly Acres Road
Whitehall, MD 21161

HONARD CONTY

Mr. James R. Moxley, III
13155 Route 144
West Friendship, MD 21794

KENT COINTY

Mr. Richard S. Tarbutton, Sr.
Route 1

Kennedyville, MD 21645

MINTGOVERY COUNTY

Mr. Edward P. Thampson, Jr.
Post Office Box 72
Barnesville, MD 20838

PRINCE GEORGE'S COWNTY

Mr. Roland Darcey
2506 Ritchie-Marlboro Road
Upper Marlboro, MD 20772

QUERN ARNE'S OOINTY

Mr. Allen Cohey
Route 1, Box 633
Chestertown, MD 21620

ST. MARY'S COINTY

Mr. James R. Owen
Hermanville
Lexington Park, MD 20653

SOMERSET COINTY

Mr. John Murray
Route 1
Princess Anne, MD 21853

TALBOT COINTY

Mr. Allen Baynard
Route 1, Box 274
Trappe, VD 21673

WASHINGTON CONTY

Mr. David Herbst
Route 3
Smi thsburg, MD 21783

WICMICD COINTY

Mr. Richaerd L. Farlow
Tingle Road
Pittsville, MD 21850

WORCESTER COINTY

Mr. Gerald Redden
Sandy Ridge Farm
Girdletree, MD 21829
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